1.
At first sight, global microhistory appears to be a rather paradoxical endeavor, implying the simultaneous enlarging and contracting of the optic of historical understanding.
1 this sense of paradox is amplified by the ambiguous status of microhistory in an age of global history. on the one hand, there is an impression that the "global turn" marks the return to large-scale, macro-level accounts of historical change. this is also the thrust of recent pronouncements on the way forward for historical research, where "big questions" of societal transformation grasped in their totality, so much an integral element of the founding spirit and ambition of social history in the 1960s, have returned to the historian's agenda.
2 likewise, the central message of the recently published History Manifesto urges the replacement of microhistorical accounts in order to renew interest in long-term problems of development and change via a return to the longue durée, as a means of revitalizing the study of history and reasserting its wider public relevance.
3 on the other hand, however, the primary focus of global history is on the connections and exchanges that link processes, places, and people across national, cultural, and geographical boundaries. in the words of one introductory text, "global histories are inherently relational". 4 And, as most observers recognize, global history is not practiced simply at the largest scales of analysis; rather, the pursuit of global connections requires attention to their dynamic interactions at different scales and in different contexts. 5 For its own part, microhistory's reduction of scale to the local and particular was about bringing a magnified perspective to the study of social relations. "the local is interesting precisely because it offers a 2.
Before we proceed in this direction, however, we should pause for a moment to reflect on the current conditions of historical production. While trying to avoid the insinuation that scholarly fashions slavishly follow broader movements in contemporary society, i find it hardly surprising that global history has taken off at a time when globalization has become such a dominant feature of life. globalization is not a neutral description of current realities, however; it is a contested political project, in which the hegemony of the neoliberal economic globalization has been challenged by various antagonists. in writing histories of the global, historians necessarily enter into this contested terrain, at least indirectly, in that their representations are structured by specific methodological and interpretive choices which articulate political meanings, whether these are explicitly acknowledged or not. there is a danger of reproducing arguments or explanations derived from dominant discourses of globalization, thereby providing ideological cover for processes of exploitation and subordination.
8 part of this dilemma, which also registers an important cleavage between earlier generations of historians and the current one, relates to the fact that the conditions of research and intellectual labor inside the academy have become deeply enmeshed in processes of global capitalist development and neoliberal mechanisms of governance. in a system incentivized by competition over increasingly scarce resources, innovation quickly becomes routinized and novelty fetishized. We should, therefore, be wary of assuming that the yield of particular concepts and methodologies can be straightforwardly converted into the intellectual currency of our time.
globalization, then, is itself a sign of the greatly reduced possibilities for undertaking dissident forms of historical work like microhistory. under these conditions, the extent to which the new global microhistories identified by Medick can generate equivalent political and critical impulses has certainly diminished. if the prospects for radical historiography are unpromising, there remains something salutary about returning to an earlier moment. in the process of going back, we can enhance our perception and awareness of the interconnections between historical practice and the wider contexts in which they are situated, in order to select the most effective approaches, methodologies, and perspectives for today. in this context, reflecting upon some of the key enabling conditions and bases of intellectual insurgency in the 1970s may allow us to identify points of convergence between past and present, from which the critical implications of global microhistory can be grasped.
3.
rather than treating its formation in isolation, it is worth situating the arrival of microhistory in a larger sweep of historiographical developments over the last few decades, in which a number of key transformative shifts in historical practice have occurred. these have hugely expanded the range and scope of subject matter, ana-going back to go forward? lytical perspectives, and methodological approaches available to historians. in shorthand accounts, the major theme has been the departure from social history, which occupied the commanding heights of the discipline in the 1960s and 1970s, to the "new cultural history". this process of transformation unfolded through the 1980s and 1990s and was fueled by the onset of countervailing intellectual trends that issued a powerful critique and, for many, forced the abandonment of some of social history's most basic commitments. But, as some perceptive observers have recognized, the process was complex and uneven, and not the seamless advancement of interpretive progress as which it is often characterized in retrospect.
9
Microhistory or microstoria originated in the writings of a small group of italian scholars, including carlo ginzburg, edoardo grandi, giovanni levi, and carlo poni. Without wishing to gloss over some important differences in emphasis and outlook, italian microhistory represented one particularly distinctive national variation of a broader transnational moment in social history, which saw an intensified engagement with the minute details and specificities of popular culture and the experience of everyday life. Along with kindred enterprises in the form of Anglophone "history from below" and West german Alltagsgeschichte, the practice of microhistory anticipated later departures that would be radically dramatized under the impact of the linguistic and cultural turns, though the trajectories and vectors of change assumed different forms and had different ramifications in individual national contexts.
10 in general, they registered the effects of wider social crises and transformations as these filtered into historical writing, which had begun to cohere in the late 1970s.
of course, the groundwork for these enterprises had been laid much earlier, particularly in formative and internationally influential models of social history pioneered in Britain and France. in Britain, the genesis of history from below lay deep in the roots of the national past, which was rearticulated as a radical narrative of the struggles of the common people in the work of British Marxist historians. it was given formidable rhetorical expression in the preface to e. p. thompson's The Making of the English Working Class. in France, the Annales school had provided the main institutional location for the production of research in social history since the interwar period, and, by the 1960s, it had become the center for long-term studies of impersonal social processes and structures, underpinned by quantitative and social scientific methodologies. the turn to microhistory in the late 1970s crystallized a reaction to the predominant tendency in Annales historiography, with its preoccupation with macro-level social phenomena and large-scale historical transformations. in place of their overly simplistic and reductionist schemas, small-scale analysis would reveal hitherto undiscovered insights into the dynamics of social change. it reflected both a general loss of confidence in the power of the social scientific explanation and classificatory sys- 10 John Brewer describes them as having "a family resemblance, a common set of preoccupations". John Brewer, Microhistory and the Histories of everyday life, in cultural and social History 7 (2010) 1, 87-109. tems upon which the recording of social aggregates and regularities was based, and a specific objection to the virtual denial of a role to the common people as historical agents. like the British Marxists, microhistorians affirmed the ambition to reconstruct the lived realities and experiences of the subordinated classes. But lurking behind their antipathy to macrosocial forms of explanation was another target, namely optimistic and progressive conceptions of historical development, rooted in an originally Western pattern, which were common to both modernization theory and Marxism. the formation of microhistory, as georg iggers, among others, has argued, rested as much upon political and moral convictions as upon strictly methodological criteria, inspiring a general challenge to the teleological assumptions inscribed into grand narratives of modernity and progress. 11 similarly, the progenitors of the history of everyday life in West germany advanced their historiographical program against the background of a structurally oriented social scientific history, which was itself indebted to modernization theory (and a notion of "incomplete modernization") as a way of explaining the course of modern german history. in the process, a general reorientation of social history's core problematic was underway, in which questions of agency, subjectivity, and the interpretation of symbolic meaning and action garnered more critical attention.
in order to move beyond the analysis of objective social structures and processes, historians turned to other disciplines for inspiration, above all anthropology. the "moment of historical anthropology," as peter Burke termed it, was an early and powerful instigator of the turn towards cultural analysis in history across the period from the 1960s to the 1990s. it is certainly true that anthropological influences can be found in earlier historical work, as in the case of Keith thomas, natalie Davis, or thompson himself, but from the late 1970s onwards, a far more concerted effort to integrate the perspectives of historians and anthropologists began.
12 For historians, the attraction of anthropology was most strongly felt in the study of kinship, family, and the symbolism of rituals and customs, but in a broader sense the encounter was driven by the desire to escape deterministic and reductionist ways of linking culture to economic and social life, whether in the form of Marxist concepts of base/superstructure or functionalist sociologies.
13 thompson himself was a prime instigator of this critical shift. He exercised a powerful influence on the development of microhistory and Alltagsgeschichte with his anti-reductionist approach to culture, which loosened the grip of a deterministic materialism in social explanation and elevated both the political and epistemological significance of cultural analysis for Marxist historiography. though his work is now seen, at least in some quarters, as representative of an outmoded, pre-cultural turn historiography, he can be viewed as a transitional figure in the transformations that impacted historical studies over the last quarter of the twentieth century.
in many ways, however, later manifestations of this anti-reductionist and anti-determinist imperative exceeded the limits of thompson's framing of culture, the con- tent of which was defined by experiences of class antagonism and exploitation and was ultimately bound to the realities of material life. in expanding and reworking that framing of subjectivity and experience, turning to the exploration of symbolic meanings and the textures of everyday life in concrete microhistorical settings, they shared what raphael samuel identified as "a radical discontent with the use of categories which remain wholly external to the object they purport to account for". 14 the expansive treatment of symbolic activity and interpretive practices expressed this discontent as a reordering of epistemological priorities, which did not mean the abandonment of larger problems of social explanation so much as the effort to reengage with them on a different terrain. However, the sources of discontent were not confined to conceptual or methodological issues; they also arose from a changing political situation and the available forms of politics, particularly on the left.
to begin with, the general development of social history in the postwar period had acquired a significant amount of academic success and institutional strength thanks to a substantial generational renewal. notwithstanding some rather crucial differences of nationality, geography, and political outlook, the pioneering generation of Hobsbawm, thompson, charles tilly, and others born before the second World War was succeeded by a generation of social historians who came of age during the 1960s and 1970s.
15
For many, their entry into the profession was shaped by the radicalisms and political upheavals of the period. the contested and contradictory legacies of that conjunctural moment, often rendered in the shorthand "1968," found their historiographical corollaries in later developments, not least the transition from social to cultural history initiated by leading members of that generational cohort. As several historians' memoirs reveal, the cultural turn was accompanied by a sense of liberation and intellectual excitement, enabling new forms of analysis to flourish unburdened by the materialist and objectivist foundations of social history.
16
At the same time, it was tinged with the disappointment and frustrated hopes for revolutionary social change among many on the left and the declining fortunes for such political programs as the 1970s progressed. For some commentators, the surge of interest in the particular, the exceptional, and the strangeness or "otherness" of the past, signified a process of working through that disillusionment. According to Jörn rüsen, the attraction of a work like ginzburg's The Cheese and the Worms derived from the way that it "presents a historical image, the realization of the ideal of the '68 generation. they have lost their future in the past. this is compensation: loading the past with disappointed hopes for the future." 17 recounting his own switch to culture, William sewell declared that the political dynamics of that decision were tied up with a "belated working out of the anti-Fordist dimension of my 1960s radicalism". this is ironic for sewell, who views the ascent of cultural history and the corresponding disregard of social determinations as untimely, because "our efforts seem to have been politically out of phase with socioeconomic realities".
18 But for others, relocating and scaling down the parameters of historical investigations into the experience of the subaltern classes, deposing the primacy of class antagonism for a more differentiated account, carried a clear political edge that reflected the insufficiencies of existing modes of Marxist analysis and the broader redefinition of politics in the post-68 epoch.
the main inspiration here was, of course, feminism, but the focus on everyday life also served to greatly expand and complicate the understanding of politics, which was grounded in the whole domain of social reproduction and personal experience, exposing the multiple lines of affiliation, interaction, and contradiction across rigid boundaries separating distinct spheres of life -the social, the political, and the cultural.
19
Against charges that social history had become a depoliticized activity, microhistory and the history of everyday life comprised an imaginative effort to rethink the theoretical and political purposes of historical writing. this came at a time when structuralist and post-structuralist theory had come to regard any notion of human agency as highly suspect and the tired, but remarkably dogged formulas of established left politics could no longer be determined by the outcome of conflicts arising solely out of the social relations of production.
Much of this work was produced under circumstances that remained conducive to the broader reception and circulation of dissident ideas. the structural features of postwar capitalism and society, though they had entered into a deep and irreversible crisis by the late 1970s, had proved vital enablers of social history as it gained strong institutional and political footholds not just in the university, but in the political culture. From the late 1940s until the shocks of the oil crisis in 1973, the postwar consensus, which was characterized by Keynesian economic planning, government regulation, full employment, comprehensive welfare provisions, and powerful trade unions and systems of collective bargaining, delivered an unprecedented period of social stability, economic prosperity, rising living standards, and political and cultural efflorescence in Western societies -Hobsbawm's "golden Age". the democratic gains of the post-1945 epoch ensured that the working class and its representatives became a much more visible presence at all levels of society and politics. this presence was reflected in the flowering of social histories of the working class in both academic and popularizing forms, which were supported by a variety of institutional and para-institutional apparatuses. At their most combative, representatives of labor history, history from below, and Alltagsgeschichte seized the insurgent spirit of the labor and new social movements to form radical, DiY history movements: the History Workshop or Ge-going back to go forward? schichtswerkstatt movements in Britain and West germany, and, under the guidance of sven lindqvist, the Dig Where You stand movement in sweden.
Defining themselves in opposition to academic history, these projects sought to transform the way in which history was produced, challenging professional procedures and standards by making history a democratic and participatory enterprise. they did this by developing alternative forms and processes through which historical ideas were formulated and transmitted, connecting the priorities of historical research with broader spheres of social and political engagement. this capacity to generate wider circuits of historical production, entering into struggles over the meaning of the past in the locality, the community, and public and national arenas, has suffered the same rapid decline as the movements from which it once drew strength. the loss of this connection represents a crucial gap between these two eras of historiography, one that cannot easily be bridged. still, it allows us to see how the critical and political imperatives of so much of that earlier historical work were bound up with popular modes of history-making beyond the academy. While these connections were often fraught with tension, especially as unreflective notions of "experience" were increasingly seen as suspect by historians, they do draw attention to the greater distance between the preoccupations of academic historians and the voracious public appetite for history of all kinds.
20 the history of such movements indicates that the task of bridging that gap, reconstituting history as a social-critical practice informed by an engagement with political and public spheres, will require (among other things) the invention of new research processes and methodologies that step out of the familiar structures of academic life.
Microhistory and other forms of historical anthropology open up the possibility of creating connections across institutional divides, because in taking their focus as human social practice in concrete and small scale settings, they are operating on or near the same scale as "the micro domains in which we live most of our lives most intensely".
21 local forms of microhistorical activity are about situating research practices in concrete settings, in which the local and everyday function as a territory for an engagement with the past. in familiar surroundings, the past can be brought closer to people's lives, creating the possibility for imaginative identifications with the past and for eliciting political and emotional responses in participants.
22 the production of local history is key, since "it is within the totality of local experience that historical consciousness for most of us is actually made." 23 22 in chakrabarty's view, the blend of memory and history in these experiential engagements can take benign or malignant forms. We might add that they can take critical and political forms too, at least in potentia.
23 Jerry White, Beyond Autobiography, in Samuel (ed.), people's History and socialist theory, 34.
enough on their own to reveal the wider global relationships of connection and power that have shaped changes and action on the ground. in principle at least, the methodologies of global microhistory could be adapted into more active and popular engagements with the past.
4.
global microhistory, as it has been elaborated so far, appears to be framed by a narrower range of problems and possibilities than its predecessor. this is apparent in the readiness with which it has been applied to the study of particular groups and individuals who were directly involved in global flows or cross-cultural or transnational connections. this is understandable, since the examination of these subjects is most likely to help reveal the details of globalizing processes between different cultures and societies. it is why some of the most fruitful areas of research are to be found in the history of trading diasporas, migrant communities, and religious missionaries. the question is what to make of the general significance of this agenda, not just in terms of larger patterns of global development, but also in relation to those classes that are usually the preoccupation of social historians: the peasantry and the proletariat. if we share the premise that, as revel argues, "each historical actor participates to one degree or another in various processes … at different levels from the most local to the most global," then the potential scope of inquiry for global microhistory is vastly enlarged.
24 this point has important repercussions for how we deal with groups or classes whose perceptions and experiences are far removed or disconnected from the arenas of global interconnection. this is not to say that because the global was less directly perceived, its effects were not understood, contested, or complicated within different geographical, national, or class contexts. What it raises in a more insistent fashion than does the focus on the exceptional case of the globally mobile individual, i think, is the unevenness and historically variability of the interplay between local and global processes, and the possibilities for explaining that variability with regard to questions of agency, structure, power, social relations, and culture. this brings me to Medick's description of global microhistory. Here we are presented with a whole arrangement of objects and analytical constructs expressed in terms of connections, transactions, intersections, and interstitial spaces, giving an impression of a highly fluid and mobile ontological field in which few fixed entities are defined or firm boundaries drawn. His insistence on the "spaces between" and sympathy for "decentered" perspectives extends an original emphasis in microhistory.
25 these inflections may well reflect a determination to disrupt the unity and coherence of narratives of globalization, but there is little mention of the social inequalities or hierarchies produced at these intersections of multiple contexts, or, for that matter, broader going back to go forward? configurations of state power or capitalist production. the whole construction of the global appears disconcertingly benign. An unfair criticism perhaps, given Medick's brief and the incipient state of the field, but the critical priorities of this research are largely undeveloped. in the light of sewell's description of the synergies between cultural history and changes in political economy, we might venture to suggest a "troubling complicity" between global microhistory and the restructuring of social life and experience under global capitalism.
26 the whole rhetoric of its representation -of interconnectedness, fluidity, flexibility, and impermanence -could stand as a rather accurate portrayal of contemporary modes of lived experience.
evidently, the relational character of such accounts figures prominently, but quite how the different contexts and levels of analysis intertwine is left unspecified. in another assessment of the value of microhistory in an age of global history, trivellato cautions us not to assume an "a priori explanatory context" and insists that multiple contexts "all intersect with one another simultaneously."
27 Microhistorians have made significant contributions to critically exploring the problem of contextualization, but if there are no privileged contexts, only multiple, overlapping and interpenetrating ones, then questions remain about how this relational vision coheres. is there some kind of structuring logic, however contingent or transitory, through which these connections and intersections can be grasped, or not? in a slightly different context, carolyn steedman invokes the "principle of arbitrary connectedness" to describe how historians have relied on a concept of culture which assumes "that any one aspect of a society is related to any other."
28 it is hard to tell whether or not such a principle is at work here, but the problem of how distinct spheres of social life interconnect, like the problem of how to link microanalyses of everyday life with social processes on a larger scale, will not be resolved by abjuring all evaluation of how such interconnections are determined or function in hierarchical ways. gaining purchase on larger thematics of subordination and dominance, power and resistance in their global unfolding requires some conception of how their effects and meanings are differently structured in different contexts. over the last decade or more, there has been a growing awareness that the cultural turn has run its course; as the titles of several books confirm, the problem is how to go "beyond" the cultural turn.
29 leading figures in the profession have tried to sketch out the way forward, many of them returning to the earlier, pre-cultural, turn of social history and acknowledging its continuing relevance in current debates, a tendency that can be seen as part of a wider theme of "reanimating the social" in social theory. 30 still, many of them remain firm supporters of the advances made under its name. the intensity and acrimony of previous disputes over the validity of certain forms of analysis and methodology -micro or macro perspectives, histories of experience or repre- sentation, social or cultural history -have largely diminished, particularly as younger scholars have joined the ranks of the profession carrying none of that generational baggage. greater convergence and hybridity has ensued. 31 there are, however, different paths we can take in going back to find inspiration and return to the present conditions of historical production. in an era of global history, one of the most urgent undertakings would seem to be the fashioning of new conceptual tools to take account of how forms of inequality, exploitation, and division and, concomitantly, struggle and contestation are reproduced at both macro and micro scales of analysis. the older thompsonian problematic of class formation, especially in its original guise, remains a powerfully instructive example of this kind. the past two decades or more of neoliberal globalization, the financial crash of 2008 and the imposition of austerity programs on Western economies, and the stuttering progress of protest movements against corporate power and global inequality make many of the themes dealt with in thompson's The Making seem remarkably prescient. However, in order to redeem class analysis for the second decade of the twenty-first century, we cannot make an unmediated return to thompson's historical writings.
notwithstanding the widespread criticism and opprobrium it has received over the years, it is perhaps the whole thrust of his narrative, the celebration of working-class struggle and its self-making, which makes thompson's work strangely incongruous with present circumstances. the deep structural transformations wrought by the transition to the post-Fordist era dealt a severe blow to class as a category of historical explanation. the dominant lived experience of class could no longer be registered as a process of "making," but instead as one of "unmaking." According to Jon lawrence, however, "what was 'unmade' in the 1970s and '80s was not a class but the idea of a class." 32 indeed, it was only in the collapse of postwar social stabilities and regularities that the limits of that former vision could be discerned. in the words of geoff eley, "the classic wage-earning proletariat actually re-emerges as a relatively transitory and sectorally specific formation produced in quite delimited historical periods and circumstances." 33 in this regard, the advent of global history enlarges the potential field of vision, allowing the study of historical class formations to be relocated beyond strictly national contexts and towards the global interdependencies that made them possible.
5.
in these chastened times, reinvigorating a program of critical and radical history that is more squarely keyed into the "wider dynamics of a globalized working-class formation" will require the concept of class to be rethought 34 -and find one of the chief virtues of that moment of historical anthropology. My account in the previous section stressed that the redirection of attention towards the ground of subaltern experience in microstudies of popular culture and everyday life was not motivated only by the desire to break the hold of macro scale narratives. 35 it was also driven by demands to reinterpret the meaning of experience in its symbolic, structured, and practical dimensions, which had been cast in a certain light in the writings of Anglo-Marxist historians. in the quest to reconstruct the lived realities of peasants, workers, and the poor, microhistorians and Alltagshistoriker, along with other critics, went beyond the rather narrow delineations of class formation, which insisted upon the priority of certain agents and certain ways of construing their agency in accounts of historical experience, to challenge some of the unquestioned epistemological foundations of social history. For all that, however, they did not completely abandon some of the more general commitments of social explanation.
What remains enduring in this older historiography is the way that it largely refused to reduce explanation to one side or the other of such equations as objective/subjective, material/symbolic, or structural/cultural. At a time when some historians held fast to material explanation while others were beginning to abandon it altogether for the study of language and discourse, historical anthropology preserved a sense of the reciprocal nature of social and cultural history, one that historians have only recently sought to recapture. As John Brewer has argued, "[s]ocial history and cultural history unite in the micro-processes of everyday life." 36 in reasserting the importance of studying the concrete actions and practices of historical actors, microhistorians turned to a variety of methodological tools in order to analyze their cultural and symbolic meaning without reducing them to an instantiation of objective structures. though the interpretive anthropology of clifford geertz was a crucial reference point in this regard, cultural analysis was not restricted to the decoding of an autonomous system of symbols and values. 37 rather, cultural forms became an active force in the everyday production and reproduction of social life, shaping experience and its modes of articulation -but they were not treated in isolation from an understanding of how the circumstances of everyday struggles were subject to wider impositions and limits. in a programmatic text on Alltagsgeschichte, Medick himself understood everyday life as "a field of tension where action, experience, structure, and history are mediated within cultural modes of life that have been molded along lines specific to class and 35 in addition to the work of feminist historians, one should also mention the impact of subaltern studies scholarship as a continuation of the commitment to writing history from below, though it radically recast the terms of this project in the context of the history of colonial india. Many of the key texts can be found in the volumes of the subaltern studies series, but here i would just mention Ranajit Guha, the prose of counter-insurgency, in Guha (ed.), subaltern studies ii: Writings on south Asian History and society, Delhi 1983; Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak, can the subaltern speak?, in Cary Nelson/Lawrence Grossberg (eds.), Marxism and the interpretation of culture, Basingstoke/uK 1988, 271-313; and Dipesh Chakrabarty, postcoloniality stratum and determined by regional and local factors." 38 in consequence, meaning and experience became enfolded into struggles within and between individuals, groups, and classes, delimited by specific configurations of possibilities and constraints. such determinations do not simply operate as exterior conditions, however; they are manifest in and arise out of social practice and action of historical subjects.
39 no longer moored to some structurally pre-given and essentialized ground of historical reality, the evidence of determination has to be sought in a whole range of social and everyday settings and in the multiple and contradictory forms of subordination and social differentiation, giving it a more provisional and protean quality.
From this perspective, global microhistory ought to figure prominently in histories of class formation, providing a focus for explorations into global relations of inequality and asymmetries of power as they emerge in particular microhistorical locations and settings. in this expanded sphere, nationally bounded accounts of class formation are replaced by the study of the interactions between local contexts and global processes, as well as the contestations, dislocations, and rearrangements to which they give rise. For example, we might consider the ways in which global connections were perceived and experienced, or how they were concealed as part of official ideologies or cultural imaginaries, thereby shaping the dynamics of class formation. the relationalities of class stretch across the spheres of production and reproduction, intersecting with other relations of inequality and becoming embedded in social processes as well as cultural meanings. But the configurations of these relations cannot be elaborated in any way one prefers. they are structured in specific and determinant ways, and part of the future task of global microhistory will thus be to identify and detail how such structuring relations coalesce, as well as the forces that shape them.
Admittedly, these are tentative proposals for fashioning global microhistory as a politics of knowledge, one that takes account of the disparities between the original circumstances within which it cohered and the current conditions of history writing. the development of the first wave of microhistory outlived the specific moment of its genesis, when it became responsible for inciting powerful changes in historical studies. like many forms of insurgent knowledge, however, it lost its subversive aura as it entered the mainstream of the profession. in many respects, this outcome reflected the diminished scope for connecting scholarly research to public understandings of history, in which the democratic and participatory practices of the history workshops found it much harder to survive once the political conjuncture began to shift. if we are to recapture this legacy, then we will need to establish such popularizing and democratizing ventures along global and transnational lines. 40 As Alf lüdtke wrote in response to lindqvist's injunction to workers to discover their own history, "[w]hat the situation requires is greater depth and breadth: to delve deeper while extending one's own diggings horizontally, thus also broadening the horizon."
41 Amid the continuing proliferation of methodologies and approaches on offer to historians, global microhistory might just be able to bear the weight of historical baggage to continuing this digging.
